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An unique point of nomenclature may be found in an inaugural 
thesis presented by Laurent M. Philipsson, at Lund, in Sweden, 
in 1788. The thesis engages itself in the description of a number 
of new genera and species of mollusca. Because, chiefly, of a 
university usage of the day, by which the authorship of all theses 
defended was referred to the professor under whom the work 
was done, much confusion has arisen in regard to the one who is to be 
considered responsible, nomenclatorially, for the new zoological 
names; and by some authors they are referred to Retzius, the 
master, while others hold Philipsson, the respondent, as the 
author. A year ago, Dr. C. W. Stiles pointed out the unique nature 
of the questions involved in determining the authorship of the 
thesis, and urged me to furnish a brief of the case, with references, 
to the International Commission of Zoological Nomenclature for 
an opinion. The following is presented as the evidence as to whom 
we should consider the authority, according to the International 
Zoological Code, for the new names contained in the thesis noted. 

Briefly, as may be seen from the facsimile title page herewith 
presented, the thesis is a natural-history dissertation, on new 
genera of shells, which was presented at a public examination, 
10 December, 1788, by Laurent M. Philipsson, under the presi- 
dency of his master, Professor Regius and Ordinary, A. J. Retzius, 
M. D., of the University of Lund. It contains iv + 23 small octavo 
pages. It is dedicated to Baron Frederic von Dalman and to 
Countess Dalman. 1 

1 Sacrae Regiae Majestatis | Magnae Fidei Viro et Cubiculario | Nobil- 
issimo et Generossissimo | Domino | FRIDERICO a DALMAN | D:no de 
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After a number of pages devoted to general observations 
on the mollusca, we find descriptive notices of the new genera 
and species. These new genera, with their new and transferred 
species are given below, together with a citation to the page upon 
which the original diagnosis may be found. They are as follows: 
Tricla n. g. [ = gizzard plates of Scaphander], p. 8. 

T. Gioeni, n. s., p. 8. 
Placenta n. g., p. 15. 

P. orbicularis n. s. ( = Anomia placenta L,.), p. 15. 

P. quadrangula n. s., p. 16. 

P. Ephippium n. s., p. 16. 
Unio n. g., p. 16. 

U. Margaritiferus (h.) p. 16. 

U. crassus n. s. p. 17. 

U. tumidus n. s. p. 17. 

U. pictorum (L.) p. 17. 

U. ovalis n. s. p. 17. 

U. corrugatus (Schroter) p. 18. 
CHABNA n. g., p. 19. 

C. Mumia (Spengler) p. 19. 

C. cuneiformis (Spengler) p. 19. 

C. Cymbium (Spgenler) p. 20. 
Perna n. g., p. 20. 

P. Magellanica ( = My a Perna L,. = Magellana major Ar- 
geno.) n. s., p. 20. 

P. striatula (L.) p. 21. 

P. mediterranea (=Mytilus bidens L,.) p. 21. 

Fledingstorp etc. | Maecinati Gratiosissimo | Grata et Submissa Mente | Hanc 
Opellam I D. D. D. | Devotissimus cultor | Laur. M. Philipsson.| 

a I Madame | CHARLOTTE JEANNE | DALMAN, | nie Comtesse 
de SNOILSKY, \ Madame la Comtesse I | Qu'il soit permis trks gracieuse 
Comtesse de I vous offrir cet ouvrage Academique, qui renferme | la description 
d'une partie des plus belles & des | plus precieuses productions de la nature. 
Si vous I daignez lui accorder la protection de votre nom illustre, je serai 
d'autaut plus au comble de mes | voeux, que j' aurai en meme terns I'honneur 
de I vous rendre une marque publique du profond re | sped avec le quel je suis I 
MADAME LA COMTESSE \ 
votre ) 

tres humble & tr£s obeissant | 
I Serviteur | 

J Laurent M. Phiwpsson. | 
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P. viridis (L). p. 21. 

P. marmorata n. s. p. 21. 

P. biocularis (L.) p. 22. 

P. sulcata n. s. ( = Mytilus exustus L.) p. 22. 
Meuna n. g., p. 22. 

M. semiaurita (L.) p. 22. 

M. pernoeformis n. s. (=Ostrea Pema L.) p. 23. 

M. Isogonum (L.) p- 23. 

M. Ephippium (L.) p. 23. 
It will be seen from the foregoing that there are quite a 
number of names that are by some authors referred to one author- 
ity and by others to another. The question is therefore of some 
importance. Inasmuch as most of my study has been upon the 
freshwater mussels and, as a consequence, I am more familiar 
with the literature of the Unionidae than with any other mol- 
luscan family, and as an important genus of the Unionidae is 
described in the thesis in hand, I will take the part for the whole 
and deal with the authorship of Unto. In order to state properly 
the problem confronting us, I shall quote from various authors, 
published and manuscript regarding the authorship of Unio: 

1. "Genus UNIO Retzius. 

" It seems impossible to ascertain with certainty who is the 
author of this genus. In 1788, Laurentius Miinter Philipsson 
described it in a thesis delivered under the presidency of his master, 
Retzius, [reference] at the University of Lund, in Sweden, at a 
public examination for a doctor's degree. Whether Philipsson 
or Retzius should be credited with the genus can not be positively 
known, as it is believed by some that the master was the author 
of the dissertation, which the student merely defended. I am 
inclined to take this view of the matter, for the reason that Retzius 
was an author of repute, while it is not known that Philipsson 
ever gave any attention to natural history or was the author of 
any genera or species before or since." — Simpson, Charles T., 
in The Classification and Geographical Distribution of the Pearly 
Fresh-water Mussels. Proc. U. S. Nat. Mus. XVIII: 300 [1-896]. 

2. "This genus was described in a thesis by Laurentius 
Miinter Philipsson under his master Retzius, in the University of 
Lund, Sweden, and it is often credited to the former. I am in- 
formed by Professor Joh. Chr. Moberg, of Lund, that by a former 
law or custom of the University, the professor was considered the 
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author of all papers which a student under him defended. Accord- 
ing to this, Retzius must be credited with the genus. This law 
was repealed in Lund in 1852." — Simpson, Charles Torrey, in 
Synopsis of the Naiades, or Pearly Fresh-water Mussels. Proc. U. S. 
Nat. Mus. XXII.: 679, footnote. [1900]. 

3. "The real author of the 'Dissert, hist. nat. nova test, 
genera' was A. J. Retzius, the respondent, Philipsson merely took 
his degree for undergoing examination on the subject after the 
custom of those times, especially in Sweden." — B. Woodward, 
(British Museum) in letter to Librarian. Upper Iowa University, 
7 May, 1912. 

4. "The genus Unto was defined in a thesis written by 
Retzius the prseses and Philipsson got his degree for defending 
it in public as was the practice of the time. Frequently the thesis 
would be apportioned out to two or more students and frequently 
one half of a word will appear at the end of one respondent's part 
and the rest of it in the next man's and the two separated by the 
new title page and dedication to parents. 

" Occasionally only did a brilliant student write his own thesis 
and then there usually appears on the title page "auctor respon- 
dens" — or some, such phrase. 

"That this was the custom, you will find set forth in Lin- 
naeus' 'Bbl. Bot.' 1736, p. 52. 

"There is not the slightest doubt as to Retzius being the 
author of the thesis in question." — B. Woodward (British Museum), 
in letter of 10 June, 1912. 

5. "As to the authority for Unio, it is well established that 
it is due to Retzius. If his name does not appear as author on 
the printed thesis, neither does Philipsson's. The paper is merely 
said to be 'presented' (defer t) by Philipsson. When a paper was 
presented by its author, 'auctor' was used. These theses were 
presented and defended, (and still are) before the examining 
board of the University without reference to authorship. Phil- 
ipsson's thesis was not 'published.' It was printed by the Berling 
Press at Lund, but bears no publisher's name. So, as he claims 
no authorship, and there is no publisher, and we know from con- 
temporary usage that Retzius did write it, it seems to me to be 
stretching a technicality to the breaking point to say that we 
must credit the genus to Philipsson. I shall never do it, and so 
advised Simpson." — Dr. W. H. Pall, in Letter of 13 Feb., 1912, 
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Such is a statement of the problem by some of the mala- 
cologists of America, and of England. It is indeed one interesting 
and unique. 

To what extent continental and English authors are in- 
clined to credit Retzius with these genera, I can not say. Certain 
it is that a number of German systematists have referred the 
genera involved to Philipsson. But one author comes to me now: 
Dr. Rudolf Hoernes, in his Palaontologie, who considers Phil- 
ipsson as the author of the thesis (cf . genus Unio) . Most American 
authors, following in the steps of Mr. Simpson, Dr. Dall, and Dr. 
Ortmann, 1 refer Unio and the other genera described in the thesis 
to Retzius. But before taking up the discussion of the various 
points in issue, the provisions of the code governing such usage, 
may be quoted: 

International Zoological Code, Art. 21. "The author of a 
scientific name is that person who first publishers that name 
in connection with an indication, a definition or a description, 
unless it is clear from the contents of the publication that some 
other person is responsible for said name and its indication, defi- 
nition or description." And in commenting on this section of the 
Code, Dr. Stiles remarks in part: 

"This point of view lays stress upon holding an author re- 
sponsible for the names he publishes, rather than upon 'giving 
him credit' for those names. 

"The chief idea we have in citing the author of a name is 
to aid in tracing it. If now we cited Smith & Kilborne, instead of 
Wandolleck, as author of Apiosoma, or instead of Patton as author 
of Piroplasma, we might lead our colleagues to search long in 
writings of Smith & Kilborne for a name which they perhaps 
never used even in correspondence." — Stiles, Ch. Wardell, in 
The International Code of Zoological Nomenclature as Applied 
to Medicine. Hyg. Tab., U. S. Pub. Health & Mar.-Hosp. Serv., 
Bull. XXIV: 21 [1905.] 

Questions to be answered satisfactorily are then: (i) Was 
the thesis published? What constitutes publication? (2) The 
purpose of author-citations in zoological names. An interpreta- 
tion of Art. 21, International Zoological Code. How does it apply 
in the present case? (3) The validity of a tacit or written law of 

1 Ortmann, A. E. The Use of the Generic Names Unio, Margaritana, 
Lymnium and Elliptio, etc. Nautilus XXV; 89 [De 191 1], 
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a University affecting the authorship of zoological names under 
the Code. (4) Do we have any internal, specific statement or 
evidence fhat Retzius is the author of the thesis? Upon the evi- 
dence adduced, we must draw our conclusions. 

(1) Dr. Dall in his letter of 13 Feb. 1912, expresses the opinion 
that the thesis is not "published." He does this upon the basis 
that no publisher's name appears upon the title page, the ablative 
phrase alone "Typis Berlingianis " being used. But he clearly 
involves himself, since, while denying the publication of the 
thesis thus, in 1788, he would assign the genera to Retzius, of that 
year. Again, if we were to reject as unpublished, all zoological 
names contained in theses upon whose title pages the word " pub- 
lished" or its equivalent, in Dr. Dall's opinion, did not appear, 
we wou d be obliged to reject names wholesale. If Doctor Dall's 
contention were valid, then the authorship of these molluscan 
genera should be referred to the next author who used the names 
given by Philipsson. The genus Unto, for example, if I mistake 
not, would then be referred to Bruguier^, 1792. Even the obsolete 
provision of the old codes regarding manuscript names recognized 
and used by authors, and in the first publication, recognized and 
credited to the manuscript author, would not operate. If we 
can accept as evidence of publication "the act of making known, 
or offering to the public by sale or gratuitous distribution," clearly 
this thesis is as truly published as any thesis ever was. 

(2.) As Doctor Stiles states, in his remarks on Art. 21, of 
the Code, previously quoted, while primarily the International 
Zoological Code aims to give to each author of a scientific com- 
bination the fullest justice possible, yet the purpose of the Code 
in its rules regarding authority for names is chiefly to assist in 
tracing names generic and specific to their sources in zoological 
literature. 

We have considered that the thesis was published. The next 
question is, who is the publisher. As will be seen from the title 
page, the name of the master Retzius appears in the largest type, 
and hence it has been inferred by some that the authorship of the 
master is thus intimated. Passing this contention, which is with- 
out any objective foundation, we come to the question of the 
publisher of the thesis. We may well consider, it seems to me, 
the person who bore the expense of the thesis-publication as the 
publisher, everything else being equal. And as the code recog- 
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nizes as the author, the "one who first publishes the name * * unless 
it is clear, from the contents of the publication that someone else 
is responsible for said name," we must consider Philipsson the 
author. For by universal contemporary usage, and by university 
usage everywhere before and since, the candidate publishes the 
thesis, bearing all expense if the manner of publication is inde- 
pendent, as in the present case. So universal has been this usage 
in acad mic circles that we have no reason for questioning Phil- 
ipsson's publication of the thesis. Furthermore, inasmuch as no 
one else than the respondent and publisher is specifically cited 
as the author of the thesis, we must consider the defendant and 
publisher as the nomenclatorial author. In th s connection, Mr. 
B. Woodward, of the British Museum, feels that "Art. 21 of the 
Internat. Z. Code — or at least the latter part of it seems to refer 
to such case where one man's description of a genus or species 
is incorporated in another man's paper and consequently does 
not apply to the case in point." But it seems to me that the 
spirit of the Article is plain: that it applies in the present case, 
and that its operation is not restricted to such cases as Mr. Wood- 
ward cites, such as we find, for example, in the case of Lampsilis 
fallaciosus H. ML Smith, 1899. 

(3.) In Mr. Simpson's papers, he contends that a local or 
provincial university law or custom should suspend or supersede 
the operation of the Code. As quoted before, Mr. Simpson refers 
to a communication from Professor Moberg, of Lund, in which 
the latter says that by a former law or custom of the University, 
the professor was considered the author of all papers defended 
under him. And then, he, as it seems to us, unwisely, added: 
"According to this, Retzius must be credited with the genus." This 
too in the face of the fact that there is nothing in the thesis itself 
to indicate that anyone other than Philipsson should be considered 
the author. I am informed that such a law with regard to work 
in chemistry has been in force among German universities up to 
very recent times. The vital question is whether the existence 
of such a custom satisfies the provision of the code section: "unless 
it is clear from the contents of the publication that some other person 
is responsible" for the work presented. To me, it seems that it 
does not. Unless the credit is given so that a student in a foreign 
country, unacquainted with local customs and regulations, can 
understand who is to be held responsible, such provision is not 
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satisfied. Nor can the at best negative evidence adduced by Mr. 
Woodward and Mr. Dall be considered as satisfying the provision, 
for the name "auctor" was not universally used in case the re- 
spondent was actually the author of the thesis. What is on the 
thesis title page or in the thesis itself is the only thing which should 
determine the systematist's judgment. As Dr. Stiles has said, 
" I do not see how I could be supposed to know the regulations 
regarding the theses presented at the foreign Universities, X, 
Y, Z." 

(4.) The argument of probabilities as to authorship is brought 
forward. Yet it must be remembered that we are not dealing 
with possibilities or probabilities — should not, indeed — in the fixing 
of the responsibility for the names in question. Whether Phil- 
ipsson did or did not publish any other zoological contributions 
either before or after 1788 is a matter that does not concern us 
here. The chief reason for ascribing the genera to Retzius is 
simply this: the argument of probabilities. This, together with 
the university usage of Lund, is the sole ground for erroneously 
referring the genera to Retzius as the nomenclatorial authority. 

Despite the recent discussions in German zoological circles 
relative to the work of the International Commission of Zoological 
Nomenclature and the Code, the work of the Commission has 
been most helpful and of far reaching value. It is highly important 
that we should have an International court of last appeal in things 
nomenclatorial, in order that we may progress from conflicting 
codes and a chaos of scientific names to order and uniformity of 
usage. The International Code, while it may be in some cases 
apparently unjust in its verdicts, if universally followed, would 
bring us to the haven of nomenclatorial uniformity, and remove 
one of the most wearisome and useless tasks of the zoologist, 
the untangling of the skein of synonyms and homonyms. 



Then, clearly, because of the assumed responsibility for the 
publication of the thesis, Philipsson must be considered the pub- 
lisher. Since no other person is indicated in the thesis as responsi- 
ble for its contents, we must consider him the author. Neither 
the absence of the words "auctor respondens" from the thesis 
titlepage, nor the tacit law of the University of Lund satisfies 
the requirements of Art. 21 of the Code. Consequently, again we 
must consider him the author. The argument of probabilities does 
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not enter into the consideration of the problem whatever. It is 
not primarily a question with us whence Philipsson gained his 
knowledge of these genera, which in the thesis above noted he 
described as new. That was a matter of interest almost alone 
to Philipsson. What we are interested in is whence biological 
science first learned of the genera described. And in answer to 
our inquiries we find that Philipsson is to be considered as the 
authority for these molluscan names. The genera, then, and their 
included species of this thesis, should be cited, Placenta, Chaena, 
Melina, Perna, Unio, all of Philipsson, 1788. 

The Consolidated Schools 

of Brandon, Iowa. 
Independence, Iowa. 



Notes on Our Local Plants.— IIS. 



BY J. A. NIETJWLAND. 



Order 10. LEMNALES. 

Family 20. LEMNADEAE S. F. Gray, Nat. Arr. 
Br. PI. II, p. 729, (1821). 

Lenticulaceae Dumortier, Comment. Bot. p. 67 (1823). 
Lemnaceae Dumortier Flor. Belg. p. 165, (1827), also An. 
Fam. PI. p. 61, (1829). 

BRUNIERA Franch. in Billotia 25 (1864) Wolfia Horkel 
ex Bartling, Ord. Nat. PI. p. 76, (1830.) 1 Wolffia Horkel ex Schlei- 
den, Linnaea, XIII, p. 389, (1839). Wolffia Kunth, Enum. PI. 
Ill, 4, (1841), not Wolfia Dennst. Schluess. Hort. Malab. 38, 
(1818), nor Wolfia Sprengel, Syst. I, 808, (1825), nor Wulffia 
Necker, Elem. I, 35, (1790). 



1 Since my last notice on the synonymy of these plants, I have found 
that the first publication of the name Wolfia as applied to the Lemnaceous 
plants was spelled with one f. In this form which has priority over the 
name spelled with two fs, it is therefore an unequivocal synonym to the 
pre-existing names also spelled in the same manner with one f. There can 
then be no excuse for retaining the name in our floras. 



